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Evaluation	

Major	criteria:	

The thesis is deliberately constructed as a highly theoretical endeavour, seeking links 
between (national) security culture and the process of securitization (though the goals 
of the thesis could have been defined more evidently). The case on which the topic is 
applied, i.e. the use of coercive interrogation methods (‘torture lite’) by the CIA serves 
as a valid demonstration. Though not a test case in a proper sense, the way the author 
explicates the cultural underpinnings of the American approach to torture is 
illuminating and clearly linked to the overall theoretical context. I highly appreciate the 
author’s surety in dealing with the theoretical instruments and their methodological 
implications.  

What is missing: First, proper literature review – the text undeniably relies on a 
complex knowledge of the constructivist canon in IR/security studies, but could have 
done more in specifying its parts with special relevance for the thesis. Second, more 
systematic (or, rather, more ‘finalized’) approach to coping with the empirical material. 
Though interesting, at times the handling of the case borders on accidental, and a more 
systemic, rigid analysis would have been welcome.  

 

Minor	criteria:	

The thesis is very ably written. As mentioned above, the work with sources is complex, 
but especially in the empirical part of the analysis it would have helped to provide more 
than one perspective on the issues in vogue (see the overreliance on George 2011 for a 
crucial argument on p. 48 as an example).  

	

Overall	evaluation:	

Interesting, thought-provoking thesis written with a deep knowledge and understanding 
of the underlying theoretical concepts. Minor limits in the handling of sources 
(literature review, overreliance on one source) and in tying the empirical end of the 
thesis.  
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